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Among the weapons Washington has ac-
cused Iran of supplying to Iraqi insurgents
are EFPs, or explosively formed projectiles.
They fire a slug of molten metal capable of
penetrating even the most heavily armored
military vehicles, and thus are more deadly
than other roadside bombs.

The No. 2 U.S. commander in Iraq, Lit. Gen.
Ray Odierno, said last week that there had
been a sharp decline in the number of EFPs
found in Iraq in the last three months. At
the time, he and Gates both said it was too
early to tell whether the trend would hold,
and whether it could be attributed to action
by Iranian authorities. Iran publicly denies
that it has sent weapons to Shiite militias in
Iraq.

———

IRAN

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, the
President of the United States is pur-
suing a strategy towards Iran that is
badly flawed, dangerous, and likely
doomed to failure. I am deeply con-
cerned about Iran’s nuclear program
and its support for terrorism, and by
indications that it is aiding groups in
Iraq that are killing American troops,
but the administration has so far failed
to come up with an effective way to ad-
dress these very serious matters.

For instance, less than 2 weeks ago
the administration designated the Quds
Force of the Islamic Revolutionary
Guards Corps as a material supporter
of terrorism, and the IRGC for pro-
liferation activities. I support sanc-
tions that target proliferators and have
introduced legislation that would
strengthen our sanctions regime, but
the designation of Iranian government
entities raises new policy questions
that do not seem to have been fully ex-
plored, and it may very well be coun-
terproductive.

Moreover, this poorly timed action
undermines efforts to win support for
multilateral initiatives. Instead of act-
ing alone, we should maintain and
strengthen the international commu-
nity’s collective ability to counter Ira-
nian ambitions, including with regard
to its nuclear program.

Iran’s actions pose serious threats to
our national security. But aggressive
saber-rattling is not an appropriate or
effective response. The administration
has shown repeatedly that it is too
quick to turn to military power, and
its threat, to address problems over-
seas. It has also shown time and again
an inability to see the big picture. And
it still seems to prefer unilateral over
multilateral approaches. All of these
are mistakes we cannot afford to have
repeated.

We can’t focus on Iran in isolation,
the way the administration has focused
for so long on Iraq without considering
a broader context or taking a more
comprehensive approach.

Instead of repeating the myopia of
Iraq, the administration should ap-
proach the problem of Iran through a
more strategic lens one that incor-
porates a broader and more integrated
vision, that takes into account re-
gional concerns, and that is consistent
with our top national security priority,
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which is the fight against al-Qaida and
its affiliates. We need a national secu-
rity strategy that addresses al-Qaida,
Iran, Iraq, and the many other prob-
lems we face. Instead, the administra-
tion prefers to focus on Iraq, and now
Iran, as if we had the luxury of address-
ing these challenges in isolation.

We must vigorously oppose any ef-
forts by Iran to acquire nuclear weap-
ons and its support to terrorist organi-
zations that goes almost without say-
ing. But we must curb these actions by
seeing the whole board and by using
more of the tools at our disposal. And
that is not happening. Instead, the ad-
ministration is taking an unneces-
sarily belligerent approach that runs
the risk of increasing our wvulnerabil-
ity, both at home and abroad.

The United States should be working
in unison with the international com-
munity, which shares our concern over
Iran’s nuclear program. At the same
time as the new sanctions were an-
nounced, the European Union’s foreign
policy chief, Javier Solana, was meet-
ing in Rome with Iran’s negotiators to
discuss Tehran’s nuclear program and
discussions among the EU+ 3 comprised
of France, Germany and the UK plus
China, Russia and U.S.—are likely to
continue at the end of November fol-
lowing the completion of another JAEA
report.

In the past, Secretary Rice and oth-
ers at State have publicly supported
these talks and expressed confidence in
the negotiations. But the administra-
tion’s hard line position is unlikely to
win over Russia and China, without
whom there can be little progress.

The administration should be trying
to persuade our friends and allies to in-
crease their economic pressure on Iran,
ideally through the U.N. Rather than
imposing unilateral sanctions, we
should be pressing the EU to announce
multilateral sanctions, which would
have a much greater impact given that
we have not traded or invested in Iran
for nearly 30 years. Instead, our belli-
cose rhetoric and hard-line approach
could be undermining our ability to
gain support from—Russia, China and
even from some EU countries—to im-
plement multilateral sanctions that
Iran cannot ignore.

Trying to unilaterally isolate Iran
further is unlikely to curb its nuclear
program. And it won’t make sure that
Iran does not aid the proliferation of
and access to weapons in Iraq. Veiled,
and not-so-veiled, threats of military
action aren’t likely to work either.
They are, however, likely to embolden
Iran’s hardliners as they seek to
thwart moderates in that country who
might otherwise encourage dialogue or
political reform.

Instead of using the Iraq focused bi-
lateral talks that have occurred in
Baghdad as a platform from which to
build, we are launching ourselves on to
a collision course that may further en-
danger U.S. troops in Iraq in the near
term. And that might only be the be-
ginning. Our massive presence in Iraq
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undermines our ability to deal with
Iran. It is draining our resources, ex-
hausting our troops, exposing them to
potential Iranian attacks, and under-
mining our credibility.

We should redeploy our troops from
Iraq so that we can deal with Iran from
a position of greater strength. Instead,
the President is leading us deeper into
the quagmire that his misguided poli-
cies in Iraq created.

It is essential that those of us here in
Congress condemn the violent and defi-
ant statements coming out of Iran. But
we also have a responsibility as a co-
equal branch of government to respond
to this administration’s aggressive
words, ill-considered decisions and ad
hoc policies, particularly when they
may undermine our own national secu-
rity. Dealing with Iran is a daunting
task. But we are only making it more
difficult with our counterproductive
policies of isolation and war-
mongering. We cannot again succumb
to the shortsightedness that keeps us
fixated on Iraq and drains the atten-
tion and resources needed to combat
threats to our national security around
the world.

CORPORATE AVERAGE FUEL
ECONOMY STANDARDS

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, as
Congress continues to work on com-
prehensive energy legislation, I want
to discuss the importance to my con-
stituents of enacting strong yet achiev-
able corporate average fuel economy
standards.

The final energy package needs to in-
crease vehicle fuel economy require-
ments, but it should do so without un-
dercutting hardworking families in
Wisconsin and across the country. Be-
tween manufacturing, dealerships, and
the automotive parts industry, there
are upwards of 50,000 auto jobs in Wis-
consin. Having grown up in Janes-
ville—home to a General Motors
plant—I understand how important the
auto industry is to the State’s econ-
omy and its communities. For far too
long, under different administrations
and different Congresses, the U.S. has
pursued trade and other policies that
have undermined our country’s manu-
facturing base. Now, it is time to pay
attention to the concerns of America’s
workers.

We can have strong and achievable
CAFE standards. However, this will re-
quire several reasonable revisions to
the Energy bill that the Senate passed.
For starters, separate standards for
cars and trucks need to be maintained.
I recently organized a coalition of sen-
ators to write the Senate’s Democratic
leadership and urge it to maintain the
distinction in current law between
standards for cars and trucks. Pas-
senger cars and light-duty trucks are
inherently different. They should have
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